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In the last few years, several reassortant subtypes of highly pathogenic avian influenza 
viruses (HPAI H5Nx) have emerged in East Asia. These new viruses, mostly of sub-
type H5N1, H5N2, H5N6, and H5N8 belonging to clade 2.3.4.4, have been found in 
several Asian countries and have caused outbreaks in poultry in China, South Korea, 
and Vietnam. HPAI H5Nx also have spread over considerable distances with the intro-
duction of viruses belonging to the same 2.3.4.4 clade in the U.S. (2014–2015) and in 
Europe (2014–2015 and 2016–2017). In this paper, we examine the emergence and 
spread of these new viruses in Asia in relation to published datasets on HPAI H5Nx 
distribution, movement of migratory waterfowl, avian influenza risk models, and land-
use change analyses. More specifically, we show that between 2000 and 2015, vast 
areas of northeast China have been newly planted with rice paddy fields (3.21 million 
ha in Heilongjiang, Jilin, and Liaoning) in areas connected to other parts of Asia through 
migratory pathways of wild waterfowl. We hypothesize that recent land use changes in 
northeast China have affected the spatial distribution of wild waterfowl, their stopover 
areas, and the wild-domestic interface, thereby altering transmission dynamics of avian 
influenza viruses across flyways. Detailed studies of the habitat use by wild migratory 
birds, of the extent of the wild–domestic interface, and of the circulation of avian influ-
enza viruses in those new planted areas may help to shed more light on this hypothesis, 
and on the possible impact of those changes on the long-distance patterns of avian 
influenza transmission.
Keywords: avian influenza, land use change, disease ecology, agriculture and public health, spatial epidemiology
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The highly pathogenic avian influenza (HPAI) H5N1 virus ini-
tially emerged in China in 1996, but it was only in 2003–2004 
that it started to spread trans-nationally in Southeast Asia (1). In 
2005–2006, it spread across the Eurasian continent into Europe 
and south to sub-Saharan Africa. The virus did not persist in 
most countries where it had been introduced, but it did so in 
a few countries such as China, Vietnam, Indonesia, and Egypt 
where high densities of chickens, ducks, and live-poultry markets 
created conditions favoring long-term persistence (2). Since its 
first detection, the virus has evolved, and these changes have been 
traced in the H5 hemagglutinin gene through a nomenclature 
describing clades and sub-clades (3).
From 2009 to 2014, H5N1 apparently reassorted with other 
avian influenza viruses resulting in a diversity of H5Nx viruses1 
with different types of neuraminidase (mostly N5, N6, N8, and 
N2), while conserving the H5 genes (4). The nomenclature of 
H5Nx viruses that clustered in this divergent HA group was 
updated as a new clade, 2.3.4.4, in addition to two other new clades 
(5). Up and until 2014, these reassortants were only found in East 
Asia (China, South Korea), but during the winter 2014–2015, the 
H5N8 virus started to spread into the United States and Europe. 
This range expansion was unprecedented and contrasted with 
the path that had been previously followed by HPAI H5N1. In 
2006, the first long-distance intercontinental spread of HPAI 
H5N1 seemed to involve several stepping-stones of key migra-
tion stopover sites such as Qinghai Lake in central China (6), the 
Omsk and Novosibirsk region in Siberia, and the Black Sea basin 
in Romania and Turkey (7). At the time, introduction of HPAI 
H5N1 in the Black Sea basin was followed by a wave of expansion 
into western Europe linked to a cold front pushing large popula-
tions of potentially infected waterfowl along the 0°C frost isocline 
(8). Under similar conditions, a second spread of HPAI H5N1 
clade 2.3.2.1 into eastern Europe was observed in 2010 (9).
In contrast, the range expansion of HPAI H5N8 clade 2.3.4.4 
into Europe and the United States was reconstructed through 
phylogeographic inference and was apparently very different 
(10). It did not pass through these central Asia migration stopo-
ver sites, but apparently, it involved wild waterfowl moving from 
breeding regions in the Arctic spreading south into Europe and 
North America. In addition, the long-distance spread of HPAI 
H5Nx clade 2.3.4.4, which was first documented in the winter 
2014–2015, apparently repeated itself in the winter 2016–2017. 
The second transmission mainly affected Europe and caused 
numerous HPAI H5N8 poultry outbreaks.
Thus, novel introductions of HPAI H5Nx clade 2.3.4.4 into 
Europe and the United States originated from changes in the 
epidemiology of HPAI viruses taking place in Asia. By comparing 
the spatial and temporal distribution of the HPAI H5Nx records 
in Asia, we observed three noteworthy observations (Figure 1). 
First, in the period from 2004 to 2011, the HPAI H5N1 virus 
represented a large majority of all HPAI outbreaks and large-
scale epizootics across much of Asia. Second, in the period from 
2012 to 2017, the emergence of new H5N8, H5N6, and H5N2 
1 This paper deals only with H5Nx viruses and specifically does not address the 
evolution and spread of H7N9 virus within China.
subtypes mainly involved China and South Korea where these 
new subtypes represented the majority of outbreaks. In contrast, 
although some of these new subtypes were introduced into south-
east Asia (e.g., H5N6 in Vietnam), so far, the large majority of 
outbreaks have been caused by HPAI H5N1 viruses. Third, while 
there is a decreasing trend of HPAI H5N1 outbreaks in south and 
southeast Asia, emergence of these new subtypes in China and 
South Korea have caused very significant epizootics leading to an 
increase in the total number of HPAI outbreaks in comparison to 
the 2004–2011 period. Those differences may indicate why long-
range transmission of HPAI H5N1 viruses have changed, because 
changes in disease circulation in different regions have created 
different patterns of transmission across the rest of the world. 
From 2004 to 2011, the majority of outbreaks were in southeast 
and south Asia, and long-range transmission through migra-
tory birds from south Asia would require transmission through 
the Central Asian Flyway. From 2012 to 2017, the proportions 
changed, with comparatively more outbreaks located in east Asia 
caused by emergence of new clade 2.3.4.4 reassortants, and higher 
chances of long-range transmission through the Australasian-
East Asian Flyway. In both cases, transmission into Europe or the 
U.S. by migratory birds likely would require movement through 
breeding areas in the Arctic. The migration routes used and the 
set of species involved may have changed, and with those changes, 
the spatiotemporal pattern of introduction risk into those distant 
regions was altered.
Many datasets have been collected over the past decade 
documenting the migration of wild waterfowl in Asia (Figure 2). 
Several previous studies have investigated specific possible long-
range transmission events of HPAI H5N1 viruses with some of 
these datasets (11–15) and highlight how migration patterns 
sometimes matched the distribution of cases in space and time, 
but also providing examples where they did not. When pooled 
together, these data illustrate the broad-scale pattern of the two 
important flyways passing through Asia. The Central Asian 
Flyway connects western Mongolia to South Asia and Myanmar, 
while the Australasian-East Asian Flyway connects eastern Russia, 
South Korea, Japan, and China. A recent phylogeography study 
also showed that inferred viral migration structure correlated well 
with large-scale wild bird migration (16), but the authors did not 
test alternative transmission structures such as trade. If we focus 
on the Australasian-East Asian Flyway, we can see many potential 
connections between China and South Korea. Connectivity from 
the south involves long-distance migrants with linkages from 
Guangdong (birds marked in Hong Kong) or Jiangxi Provinces 
(birds marked at Poyang Lake). These connections and their pos-
sible role in transmitting HPAI H5N1 viruses over long distances 
have been described in detail in previous work (12, 17).
These data also may be examined in relation to the risk of 
HPAI H5Nx viruses in poultry. A recently published spatial 
model of HPAI H5Nx suitability (Figure 3) shows an overlay with 
tracks of wild migratory birds. Along the Central Asia Flyway, 
wild bird tracks do not necessarily connect high-risk areas 
together (Figure 3). Rather, high-risk areas from south Asia are 
connected to regions in China where wild birds may be abundant, 
and potentially infected, such as at Qinghai Lake, but where the 
risk of HPAI H5Nx transmission in poultry is predicted to be 
Figure 1 | (a) Number of highly pathogenic avian influenza (HPAI) H5Nx domestic outbreaks in China, North Korea, South Korea, and Japan over time  
(a) compared to all other Asian countries (B), colored by subtype: H5N1 (red), H5N2 (green), H5N8 (blue), and H5N6 (orange). (B,C) Distribution of HPAI H5Nx 
domestic outbreaks in Asia in 2004–2011 (C) and 2012–2017 (d) with the same color code (extraction from the Empres-I database from first Jan 2004 to  
13th June 2017, all H5Nx HPAI outbreaks).
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low, mostly because of very low densities of poultry farming. In 
contrast, the East Asian Flyway links many hotspots of high suit-
ability for HPAI H5Nx infection: the Hong-Kong and Guangdong 
area, the Poyang Lake area, the Shanghai area, the western coasts 
of North and South Korea, and minor hotspots of high suitability 
located in northeastern China. China, North and South Korea, 
and to a lesser extent Japan, seem to be part of an interconnected 
epidemiological landscape that has been particularly active in the 
last few years, with the emergence of several reassortants causing 
serious HPAI epizootics. Circulation of HPAI H5Nx viruses in 
any one of these interconnected areas may potentially impair 
efforts made in others to control or eradicate the disease, and calls 
for more close collaboration to address the problem regionally 
(18, 19).
A particular focus can be put on the many apparent connec-
tions between South Korea and the northeastern China provinces 
of Jilin, Heilongjiang, and Liaoning, because these three prov-
inces have been subject to relatively rapid land-use changes in 
the last decade. Figure  4 shows the spatial distribution of rice 
paddy in 2015 and the changes that took place in % of rice paddy 
cover between 2000 and 2015 as quantified by remote sensing 
with MODIS images at 500-m spatial resolution (21). Vast areas 
were transformed into rice paddy fields in northeastern China, in 
particular, in the province of Heilongjiang (from 1.28 to 4.48 mil-
lion ha), and to a lower extent, Jilin (from 0.58 to 0.68 million ha), 
while there was a minor reduction in Liaoning (from 0.75 to 0.66 
million ha), as shown in Figure 5. Those changes are ecologically 
relevant, summing up to 3.21 million ha (21). In comparison, the 
harvested rice paddy area in nearby countries was 908,194 ha in 
Korea in 2015 according to the Korean Statistical Information 
Service, and 1,575,000 ha in Japan in 2014 according to FAOSTAT 
(22), and the rice areas in those countries showed a decreasing 
trend during the same period (22).
Rice paddy fields occupy a major role in the ecology of avian 
influenza, because inundated paddy fields serve as artificial 
wetlands that are ideal habitats for many waterfowl (23, 24). 
Figure 2 | Tracks of wild Anatidae in and around China, colored by month (524 birds, 19 species, from 2006 to 2017, USGS/FAO/KoEco/APQA/NIER surveys). 
Anas penelope (n = 33), Anas acuta (n = 50), Anser indicus (n = 98), Anas strepera (n = 17), Tadorna ferruginea (n = 51), Anas crecca (n = 20), Anas querquedula 
(n = 16), Anas clypeata (n = 19), Anser anser (n = 2), Anas platyrhynchos (n = 98), Anas poecilorhyncha (n = 29), Anas formosa (n = 2), Anas falcata (n = 5), Netta 
rufina (n = 1), Anser cygnoides (n = 46), Cygnus cygnus (n = 11), Cygnus columbianus (n = 2), Anser albifrons (n = 22), Anser fabalis (n = 2). The data presented 
here were collected according to handling and marking procedures approved by the USGS Patuxent Wildlife Research Center Animal Care and Use Committee and 
the Animal and Plant Quarantine Agency ethical committee. The different datasets are described in the Movebank database (https://www.movebank.org).
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Furthermore, in many instances, rice paddy fields have been 
planted in or next to former natural wetlands used by waterfowl 
to take advantage of the water supply. Paddy fields represent 
attractive habitats for many species of waterbirds that can be 
considered as pests if they feed on plants, or they may simply 
forage on leftover grain in post-harvested paddy fields before the 
next planting season with no impact.
In many parts of Asia, post-harvested paddy fields are also 
used to feed free-grazing domestic ducks (25, 26). These free-
grazing ducks were previously found to be a very important 
risk factor for the transmission of HPAI H5N1 viruses (27, 28). 
Free-grazing duck use of the same habitat as wild waterfowl can 
present many opportunities for indirect transmission as was 
observed in Poyang Lake (17, 26) and Dongting Lake and other 
wetlands along the lower Yangtze River wetlands with similar 
agro-ecosystems associating rice and duck farming. Conversely, 
free-grazing ducks also may forage in natural wetlands in the 
Poyang Lake area (26). This association between rice paddy fields 
and free-grazing ducks is common throughout Asia. However, 
most observations have been in more southern latitudes includ-
ing Poyang Lake (17), the Thailand central plain (25), the Vietnam 
deltas (29, 30), Bangladesh, or Indonesia (31); however, the extent 
of this association in the newly planted areas of north-eastern 
China is unknown.
Prosser et  al. (32) developed a model to map transmission 
risk between wild waterfowl and domestic poultry in China 
including during the wintering and breeding seasons (Figure 6). 
The transmission risk during the wintering season includes the 
likely source area for the HPAI H5N1 virus, which was previously 
identified in several spatial risk modeling studies (33, 34) as the 
Yangtze and Pearl River systems. In addition, transmission risk at 
this interface identifies broad areas in northeastern China in the 
same provinces of Jilin and Heilongjiang that were identified to be 
highly connected to South Korea (Figure 2) and that underwent 
rapid land use changes toward rice cropping (Figure 4). The area 
also contains several minor hotspots suitable for HPAI H5Nx 
Figure 4 | Distribution of rice harvest in 2015 (left) and % difference between the surface harvested in 2015 and 2000 at 5 km × 5 km grid cells, according to 
Zhang et al. (21).
Figure 3 | Distribution of suitability for infection by HPAI H5Nx viruses from Dhingra et al. (20) spatial model (a) and spatial overlay with all Anatidae migration 
tracks (B).
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transmission in domestic poultry (Figure 3) where a few HPAI 
H5N6, H5N8, and H5N2 poultry outbreaks were documented in 
the period from 2012 to 2017 (Figure 1).
Thus, we hypothesize that recent land-use changes in 
northeastern China (Figure 4) may have influenced the spatial 
patterns of transmission of avian influenza at the regional and 
inter-continental scale. In terms of the suitability of chronology 
for transmission, the main harvest of the rice in this part of 
northeastern China is from September to October. During this 
period, long-distance migrants use these areas as stopover sites 
after leaving the breeding grounds and short-distance migrants 
may still be present before migrating to southern latitudes as 
the winter approaches. Stopover sites involve concentrations 
of many species with large numbers of immunologically naïve 
juveniles alongside adult birds, forming an ideal setting for 
AIV transmission and redistribution. Previous work on low 
Figure 5 | Temporal distribution of rice harvested areas in different Chinese 
provinces over time, according to Zhang et al. (21).
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Figure 6 | Risk of domestic-to-wild avian influenza transmission during the breeding (left) and wintering (right) season according to Prosser et al. (32).
pathogenic AIV (LPAIV) ecology have shown that autumn 
concentrations of waterfowl with high recruitment rates of 
immunologically naïve juveniles induce a seasonally and 
geographically distinct pattern in LPAIV prevalence with a 
marked peak in the autumn (35–37). The mechanisms of the 
seasonality in LPAIV prevalence involve annual replenishment 
of susceptible juveniles together with the introduction of new 
viruses by migrants (38), and this translates into large-scale 
spatial gradients of LPAIV that are apparent at a continental 
scale (39). By the same mechanisms, areas recently converted 
into rice paddy fields may have become important stopover 
sites with high transmission of HPAI viruses between different 
species and populations prior to their southern migration. The 
suitability of those areas as stopover sites with high transmission 
potential may further be amplified by the coincident timing of 
the rice harvest, which leaves a significant amount of leftover 
grain on the ground (17, 23, 24). Development of new stopover 
sites with high transmission potential resulting from land-use 
change could have broad scale implications. Waterfowl stopping 
in these areas (Figure  2) may continue their migration into 
North and South Korea as well as eastern and southern China, 
increasing the risk of long-distance transmission of any AIV 
acquired in these stopover sites.
The extent of the domestic-to-wild and wild-to-domestic 
interface in the area is poorly known and to our knowledge, wild 
water bird count data are not available for those newly planted 
areas. At broad scale, the highlighted models (Figures 3 and 6) and 
reports of HPAI H5Nx poultry outbreaks in the area (Figure 1) 
suggest that there could be a risk of transmission between these 
populations. Investigations at finer spatial and temporal scales 
would be needed to explore more thoroughly the role that these 
new rice planted areas may have played in this regard. Similarly, 
better documenting the role played by the changes in land use on 
intercontinental spread would require investigating habitat use 
and foraging activities during the spring migration at the time of 
rice planting rather than harvest. Finally, avian influenza surveil-
lance in China is based on a combination of passive surveillance 
in poultry farms reporting HPAI outbreaks, sero-surveillance 
survey designed to routinely assess vaccination coverage, and 
active surveillance made in live-poultry markets (33). However, 
there are relatively few live-poultry markets reported in those 
areas compared to more southern parts of China (40). So, the 
combination of mass-vaccination in poultry farms, and of rela-
tively low live-poultry market surveillance may combine to lead 
to a low detection capacity, and further work would be needed 
to better document the possible circulation of avian influenza 
viruses in those northeastern areas.
Several approaches could be envisaged to investigate the 
hypothesis outlined above. First, detailed studies of the use of dif-
ferent types of habitats by the waterfowl during the spring migra-
tion, breeding period, and autumn migration would document 
7Gilbert et al. China Landscape Change and Influenza
Frontiers in Veterinary Science | www.frontiersin.org December 2017 | Volume 4 | Article 225
reFerenCes
1. Sims LD, Domenech J, Benigno C, Kahn S, Kamata A, Lubroth J, et al. Origin 
and evolution of highly pathogenic H5N1 avian influenza in Asia. Vet Rec 
(2005) 157:159. doi:10.1136/vr.157.6.159 
2. Gilbert M, Pfeiffer DU. Risk factor modelling of the spatio-temporal pat-
terns of highly pathogenic avian influenza (HPAIV) H5N1: a review. Spat 
Spatiotemporal Epidemiol (2012) 3:173–83. doi:10.1016/j.sste.2012.01.002 
3. WHO/OIE/FAO H5N1 Evolution Working Group. Continuing progress 
towards a unified nomenclature for the highly pathogenic H5N1 avian influ-
enza viruses: divergence of clade 2.2 viruses. Influenza Other Respir Viruses 
(2009) 3:59–62. doi:10.1111/j.1750-2659.2009.00078.x 
4. Gu M, Zhao G, Zhao K, Zhong L, Huang J, Wan H, et al. Novel variants of clade 
2.3.4 highly pathogenic avian influenza A(H5N1) viruses, China. Emerg Infect 
Dis (2013) 19:2021–4. doi:10.3201/eid1912.130340 
5. Smith GJD, Donis RO; World Health Organization/World Organisation for 
Animal Health/Food and Agriculture Organization (WHO/OIE/FAO) H5 
Evolution Working Group. Nomenclature updates resulting from the evolu-
tion of avian influenza A(H5) virus clades 2.1.3.2a, 2.2.1, and 2.3.4 during 
2013–2014. Influenza Other Respir Viruses (2015) 9:271–6. doi:10.1111/
irv.12324 
6. Chen H, Smith GJD, Zhang SY, Qin K, Wang J, Li KS, et al. Avian flu: H5N1 
virus outbreak in migratory waterfowl. Nature (2005) 436:191–2. doi:10.1038/
nature03974 
7. Gilbert M, Xiao X, Domenech J, Lubroth J, Martin V, Slingenbergh J, et al. 
Anatidae migration in the western Palearctic and spread of highly pathogenic 
avian influenza H5N1 virus. Emerg Infect Dis (2006) 12:1650–6. doi:10.3201/
eid1211.060223 
8. Ottaviani D, de la Rocque S, Khomenko S, Gilbert M, Newman SH, Roche B, 
et  al. The cold European winter of 2005–2006 assisted the spread and per-
sistence of H5N1 influenza virus in wild birds. Ecohealth (2010) 7:226–36. 
doi:10.1007/s10393-010-0316-z 
9. Reid SM, Shell WM, Barboi G, Onita I, Turcitu M, Cioranu R, et  al. First 
reported incursion of highly pathogenic notifiable avian influenza A H5N1 
viruses from clade 2.3.2 into European poultry. Transbound Emerg Dis (2011) 
58:76–8. doi:10.1111/j.1865-1682.2010.01175.x 
10. The Global Consortium for H5N8 and Related Influenza Viruses. Role for 
migratory wild birds in the global spread of avian influenza H5N8. Science 
(2016) 354:213–7. doi:10.1126/science.aaf8852 
11. Prosser DJ, Takekawa JY, Newman SH, Yan BP, Douglas DC, Hou YS, et al. 
Satellite-marked waterfowl reveal migratory connection between H5N1 
outbreak areas in China and Mongolia. Ibis (2009) 151:568–76. doi:10.1111/ 
j.1474-919X.2009.00932.x 
12. Takekawa JY, Newman SH, Xiao X, Prosser DJ, Spragens KA, Palm EC, et al. 
Migration of waterfowl in the East Asian flyway and spatial relationship to HPAI 
H5N1 outbreaks. Avian Dis (2010) 54:466–76. doi:10.1637/8914-043009-Reg.1 
13. Gilbert M, Newman SH, Takekawa JY, Loth L, Biradar C, Prosser DJ, et al. 
Flying over an infected landscape: distribution of highly pathogenic avian 
influenza H5N1 risk in South Asia and satellite tracking of wild waterfowl. 
Ecohealth (2010) 7:448–58. doi:10.1007/s10393-010-0672-8 
14. Prosser DJ, Cui P, Takekawa JY, Tang M, Hou Y, Collins BM, et  al. Wild 
bird migration across the Qinghai-Tibetan plateau: a transmission route for 
highly pathogenic H5N1. PLoS One (2011) 6:e17622. doi:10.1371/journal.
pone.0017622 
15. Newman SH, Hill NJ, Spragens KA, Janies D, Voronkin IO, Prosser DJ, et al. 
Eco-virological approach for assessing the role of wild birds in the spread 
of avian influenza H5N1 along the Central Asian Flyway. PLoS One (2012) 
7:e30636. doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0030636 
16. Tian H, Zhou S, Dong L, Van Boeckel TP, Cui Y, Newman SH, et al. Avian 
influenza H5N1 viral and bird migration networks in Asia. Proc Natl Acad Sci 
U S A (2015) 112:172–7. doi:10.1073/pnas.1405216112 
17. Cappelle J, Zhao D, Gilbert M, Nelson MI, Newman SH, Takekawa JY, et al. 
Risks of avian influenza transmission in areas of intensive free-ranging duck 
production with wild waterfowl. Ecohealth (2014) 11:109–19. doi:10.1007/
s10393-014-0914-2 
18. Kuiken T, Leighton FA, Fouchier RAM, LeDuc JW, Peiris JSM, Schudel A, et al. 
Pathogen surveillance in animals. Science (2005) 309:1680–1. doi:10.1126/
science.1113310 
19. Voyles J, Kilpatrick AM, Collins JP, Fisher MC, Frick WF, McCallum H, et al. 
Moving beyond too little, too late: managing emerging infectious diseases in 
wild populations requires international policy and partnerships. Ecohealth 
(2015) 12:404–7. doi:10.1007/s10393-014-0980-5 
20. Dhingra MS, Artois J, Robinson TP, Linard C, Chaiban C, Xenarios I, et al. 
Global mapping of highly pathogenic avian influenza H5N1 and H5Nx clade 
2.3.4.4 viruses with spatial cross-validation. Elife (2016) 5:e19571. doi:10.7554/
eLife.19571 
21. Zhang G, Xiao X, Biradar CM, Dong J, Qin Y, Menarguez MA, et  al. 
Spatiotemporal patterns of paddy rice croplands in China and India 
from 2000 to 2015. Sci Total Environ (2017) 579:82–92. doi:10.1016/j.
scitotenv.2016.10.223 
22. FAOSTAT. FAO Statistical Databases. Rome: Food and Agriculture 
Organization of the United Nations (2017).
23. Elphick CS. Functional equivalency between rice fields and seminatural wetland 
habitats. Conserv Biol (2000) 14:181–91. doi:10.1046/j.1523-1739.2000.98314.x 
24. Elphick CS. Why Study Birds in Rice Fields? (2011). Available from: http://
www.bioone.org/doi/abs/10.1675/063.033.s101
how these rice areas are actually used in different seasons. Second, 
a better characterization of the domestic–wild interface through 
the collection of data on poultry distribution and movements in 
these areas would be needed to quantify possible links with the 
circulation of HPAI H5Nx viruses in poultry. Third, sampling of 
AIV viruses in and around these stopover sites and phylogeo-
graphic analysis may help to characterize their prevalence in the 
epidemiological system of northeastern Asia.
etHiCs stateMent
The data included in this paper regarding wild bird migration 
tracking were collected according to handling and marking 
procedures approved by the USGS Patuxent Wildlife Research 
Center Animal Care and Use Committee (USA) and the 
Animal and Plant Quarantine Agency (South Korea) ethical 
committee.
autHor ContriButions
MG drafted the first manuscript. DP, SN, JT, GZ, XX, WJ, and HL 
provided data and all authors contributed to the discussions and 
editions of the final manuscript.
aCKnoWLedgMents
The findings and conclusions in this paper are those of the authors 
and do not necessarily represent the views of the Food and 
Agriculture Organization of the United Nations. This study was 
funded by grants from the US National Institutes of Health (grant 
number 1R01AI101028-02A1) and USGS Ecosystems Mission 
Area. The authors would like to thank the USAID Emerging 
Pandemic Threat programme (EPT) for their continued support. 
The use of trade, product, or firm names in this publication is for 
descriptive purposes only and does not imply endorsement by the 
U.S. Government.
8Gilbert et al. China Landscape Change and Influenza
Frontiers in Veterinary Science | www.frontiersin.org December 2017 | Volume 4 | Article 225
25. Gilbert M, Xiao X, Chaitaweesub P, Kalpravidh W, Premashthira S, Boles S, 
et al. Avian influenza, domestic ducks and rice agriculture in Thailand. Agric 
Ecosyst Environ (2007) 119:409–15. doi:10.1016/j.agee.2006.09.001 
26. Prosser DJ, Palm EC, Takekawa JY, Zhao D, Xiao X, Li P, et  al. Movement 
analysis of free-grazing domestic ducks in Poyang Lake, China: a disease 
connection. Int J Geogr Inf Sci (2016) 30:869–80. doi:10.1080/13658816. 
2015.1065496 
27. Gilbert M, Chaitaweesub P, Parakamawongsa T, Premashthira S, Tiensin T, 
Kalpravidh W, et al. Free-grazing ducks and highly pathogenic avian influenza, 
Thailand. Emerg Infect Dis (2006) 12:227–34. doi:10.3201/eid1202.050640 
28. Van Boeckel TP, Thanapongtharm W, Robinson T, Biradar CM, Xiao X, 
Gilbert M. Improving risk models for avian influenza: the role of intensive 
poultry farming and flooded land during the 2004 Thailand epidemic. PLoS 
One (2012) 7:e49528. doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0049528 
29. Henning J, Henning KA, Long NT, Ha NT, Vu LT, Meers J. Characteristics of 
two duck farming systems in the Mekong Delta of Viet Nam: stationary flocks 
and moving flocks, and their potential relevance to the spread of highly patho-
genic avian influenza. Trop Anim Health Prod (2013) 45:837–48. doi:10.1007/
s11250-012-0296-9 
30. Paul MC, Gilbert M, Desvaux S, Rasamoelina Andriamanivo H, Peyre M, 
Khong NV, et  al. Agro-environmental determinants of avian influenza cir-
culation: a multisite study in Thailand, Vietnam and Madagascar. PLoS One 
(2014) 9:e101958. doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0101958 
31. Henning J, Pfeiffer DU, Stevenson M, Yulianto D, Priyono W, Meers J. Who 
is spreading avian influenza in the moving duck flock farming network of 
Indonesia? PLoS One (2016) 11:e0152123. doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0152123 
32. Prosser DJ, Hungerford LL, Erwin RM, Ottinger MA, Takekawa JY, Ellis EC. 
Mapping avian influenza transmission risk at the interface of domestic poultry 
and wild birds. Front Public Health (2013) 1:28. doi:10.3389/fpubh.2013.00028 
33. Martin V, Pfeiffer DU, Zhou X, Xiao X, Prosser DJ, Guo F, et al. Spatial dis-
tribution and risk factors of highly pathogenic avian influenza (HPAI) H5N1 
in China. PLoS Pathog (2011) 7:e1001308. doi:10.1371/journal.ppat.1001308 
34. Fuller TL, Gilbert M, Martin V, Cappelle J, Hosseini P, Njabo KY, et  al. 
Predicting hotspots for influenza virus reassortment. Emerg Infect Dis (2013) 
19:581–8. doi:10.3201/eid1904.120903 
35. Halvorson DA, Kelleher CJ, Senne DA. Epizootiology of avian influenza: effect 
of season on incidence in sentinel ducks and domestic turkeys in Minnesota. 
Appl Environ Microbiol (1985) 49:914–9. 
36. Hill NJ, Takekawa JY, Cardona CJ, Meixell BW, Ackerman JT, Runstadler JA, 
et al. Cross-seasonal patterns of avian influenza virus in breeding and winter-
ing migratory birds: a flyway perspective. Vector Borne Zoonotic Dis (2012) 
12:243–53. doi:10.1089/vbz.2010.0246 
37. Latorre-Margalef N, Tolf C, Grosbois V, Avril A, Bengtsson D, Wille M, et al. 
Long-term variation in influenza A virus prevalence and subtype diversity in 
migratory mallards in northern Europe. Proc R Soc B (2014) 281:20140098. 
doi:10.1098/rspb.2014.0098 
38. van Dijk JGB, Hoye BJ, Verhagen JH, Nolet BA, Fouchier RAM, Klaassen M. 
Juveniles and migrants as drivers for seasonal epizootics of avian influenza 
virus. J Anim Ecol (2014) 83:266–75. doi:10.1111/1365-2656.12131 
39. Nallar R, Papp Z, Epp T, Leighton FA, Swafford SR, DeLiberto TJ, et  al. 
Demographic and spatiotemporal patterns of avian influenza infection at the 
continental scale, and in relation to annual life cycle of a migratory host. PLoS 
One (2015) 10:e0130662. doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0130662 
40. Gilbert M, Golding N, Zhou H, Wint GRW, Robinson TP, Tatem AJ, et  al. 
Predicting the risk of avian influenza A H7N9 infection in live-poul-
try markets across Asia. Nat Commun (2014) 5:4116. doi:10.1038/ 
ncomms5116 
Conflict of Interest Statement: The authors declare that the research was 
conducted in the absence of any commercial or financial relationships that could 
be construed as a potential conflict of interest.
Copyright © 2017 Gilbert, Prosser, Zhang, Artois, Dhingra, Tildesley, Newman, Guo, 
Black, Claes, Kalpradvidh, Shin, Jeong, Takekawa, Lee and Xiao. This is an open-ac-
cess article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License 
(CC BY). The use, distribution or reproduction in other forums is permitted, provided 
the original author(s) or licensor are credited and that the original publication in this 
journal is cited, in accordance with accepted academic practice. No use, distribution 
or reproduction is permitted which does not comply with these terms.
